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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

1. Claims 1, 3, 4, 9, 11, 12, and14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Kumar. 

Regarding claim 1, a method for resynchronizing a PPP link is disclosed in 
Kumar, column 1 , lines 51-55 (disclosing using an IWF to coordinate base stations in a 
PPP network). Detecting a trigger indicating whether a remote station is associated 
with a new base station is disclosed in column 3, lines 4-7 (in soft handoff mode, a 
remote station is associated with a new base station). Determining whether the new 
base station is associated with a new network server, and re-synchronizing the PPP link 
if the remote station is associated with a new network server is disclosed in column 3, 
lines 7-15 (the synchronization procedures would take into account whether the new 
base station is associated with a new network server, so as to synchronize the 
communications between the base stations and the remote unit). 

Regarding claim 12, a method for re-synchronization of a PPP link, and 
establishing a PPP link is disclosed in Kumar, column 1, lines 51-55 (disclosing using 
an IWF to coordinate base stations in a PPP network). Detecting a condition that 
indicates whether PPP re-synchronization is required and resynchronizing the PPP link 
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if it is determined that PPP resynchronization is required is disclosed in column 3, lines 
4-7 (handoff mode is a condition in which re-synchronization is required). 

Regarding claim 16, a computer-readable medium embodying a method for re- 
synchronizing a PPP link is disclosed in Kumar, column 1 1 , line 47. Detecting a trigger 
indicating whether a remote station is associated with a new base station is disclosed in 
column 3, lines 4-7 (in soft handoff mode, a remote station is associated with a new 
base station). Determining whether the new base station is associated with a new 
network server, and re-synchronizing the PPP link if the remote station is associated 
with a new network server is disclosed in column 3, lines 7-15 (the synchronization 
procedures would take into account whether the new base station is associated with a 
new network server, so as to synchronize the communications between the base 
stations and the remote unit). 

Regarding claim 17, a remote station apparatus is disclosed in column 3, line 6 
(disclosing a mobile unit). Means for detecting a trigger indicating whether a remote 
station is associated with a new base station is disclosed in column 3, lines 4-7 (in soft 
handoff mode, a remote station is associated with a new base station). Means for 
determining whether the new base station is associated with a new network server, and 
means for re-synchronizing the PPP link if the base station is associated with a new 
network server is disclosed in column 3, lines 7-15 (the synchronization procedures 
would take into account whether the new base station is associated with a new network 
server, so as to synchronize the communications between the base stations and the 
remote unit). 
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Regarding claim 18, a base station apparatus is disclosed in column 3, line 5. 
Means for detecting a trigger indicating whether a remote station is associated with a 
new base station is disclosed in column 3, lines 4-7 (in soft handoff mode, a remote 
station is associated with a new base station). Means for determining whether the new 
base station is associated with a new network server, and means for re-synchronizing 
the PPP link if the remote station is associated with a new network server is disclosed in 
column 3, lines 7-15 (the synchronization procedures would take into account whether 
the new base station is associated with a new network server, so as to synchronize the 
communications between the base stations and the remote unit). 

Regarding claims 3 and 14, the detecting comprising detecting a message 
indicating a handoff is disclosed in column 3, lines 4-7. 

Regarding claim 4 and 15, the detecting comprising detecting coming out of 
dormancy is disclosed in column 3, line 59-column 4, line 2 (disclosing the need for 
synchronization during the reactivation process). 

Regarding claim 9, the network server comprising a IWF is disclosed in column 
1, lines 51-55. 

Regarding claim 1 1, the remote station functioning in a CDMA 
environment is disclosed in column 1, line 20. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 19, 21-23, and 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Kumar. 

Regarding claim 19, a base station apparatus is disclosed in column 3, line 5, of 
Kumar. Means for detecting a trigger indicating whether a remote station is associated 
with a new base station is disclosed in column 3, lines 4-7 (in soft handoff mode, a 
remote station is associated with a new base station). Claim 19 further specifies that 
the detecting is done by a processor, which is not specifically disclosed in Kumar. 
However, a base station would normally have a processor to carry out such functions. It 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have a 
processor do the detecting. The motivation would be to use the part of the base station 
that is normally used to carry out the functions of the base station. A receiver adapted 
to receive and a transmitter adapted to transmit PPP re-synchronization signals, the 
receiver and transmitter being connected to the processor, is disclosed in column 3, 
lines 5-7 (the base station would not be able to communicate with the mobile unit if it did 
not have a receiver and transmitter). 

Regarding claim 23, a remote station apparatus is disclosed in column 3, line 6. 
Means for detecting a trigger indicating whether a remote station is associated with a 
new base station, and determining whether the new base station is associated with a 
new network server is disclosed in column 3, lines 4-15 (in soft handoff mode, a remote 
station is associated with a new base station; also, the synchronization procedures 
would take into account whether the new base station is associated with a new network 
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server, so as to synchronize the communications between the base stations and the 
remote unit). Claim 23 further specifies that the detecting is done by a processor, which 
is not specifically disclosed in Kumar. However, a base station would normally have a 
processor to carry out such functions. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the 
art at the time of the invention to have a processor do the detecting. The motivation 
would be to use the part of the base station that is normally used to carry out the 
functions of the base station. A receiver adapted to receive and a transmitter adapted 
to transmit PPP re-synchronization signals, the receiver and transmitter being 
connected to the processor, is disclosed in column 3, lines 5-7 (the mobile unit would 
not be able to communicate with the base station if it did not have a receiver and 
transmitter). 

Regarding claims 21 and 25, the detecting comprising detecting a message 
indicating a handoff is disclosed in column 3, lines 4-7. 

Regarding claims 22 and 26, the detecting comprising detecting coming out of 
dormancy is disclosed in column 3, line 59-column 4, line 2 (disclosing the need for 
synchronization during the reactivation process). 

3. Claims 2, 13, 20, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kumar in view of Rasanen. The detecting comprising detecting an 
RLP reset is missing from Kumar. However, Rasanen discloses in column 2, lines 35- 
37, and column 7, lines 4-6, that the RLP reset state causes the releasing of a 
connection when the quality of the link degrades to a certain level. It would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to resynch the PPP 
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connection when an RLP reset was detected. The motivation would be to resynch the 
remaining connections to the mobile terminal when it releases one of its connections. 
4. Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kumar in view of Ludwig. 

Regarding claim 5, the determining comprising whether a received packet is a 
control packet is missing from Kumar. However, Ludwig discloses that control packets, 
such as LCP request packets and IPCP request packets, are exchanged whenever a 
link is established in column 4, lines 44-62. Kumar discloses in column 3, lines 4-15, 
that a new link being established is a time when synchronization would need to occur. It 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to use 
control packets to determine when to synchronize. The motivation would be to use 
packets that are normally exchanged when an event that will necessitate 
synchronization occurs. 

Regarding claim 6, the control packet comprising a LCP negotiation request is 
missing from Kumar. However, Ludwig discloses that LCP request packets are 
exchanged when a link is established in column 4, lines 44-62. Kumar discloses in 
column 3, lines 4-15, that a new link being established is a time when synchronization 
would need to occur. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
the invention to use LCP request packets to determine when to synchronize. The 
motivation would be to use packets that are normally exchanged when an event that will 
necessitate synchronization occurs. 
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Regarding claim 7, the control packet comprising a IPCP negotiation request is 
missing from Kumar. However, Ludwig discloses that IPCP request packets are 
exchanged when a link is established in column 4, lines 44-62. Kumar discloses in 
column 3, lines 4-15, that a new link being established is a time when synchronization 
would need to occur. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
the invention to use IPCP request packets to determine when to synchronize. The 
motivation would be to use packets that are normally exchanged when an event that will 
necessitate synchronization occurs. 

5. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kumar in 
view of Kalliokulju. The re-synching being done only on the Urn interface is missing from 
Kumar. Kalliokulju discloses in column 4, lines 1-3, that the wireless communications 
device is coupled to the base station via radio interface Urn. It would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to do the synching on Urn. 
The motivation would be to synch the connection between the mobile and the base 
station. 

6. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kumar 
in view of Basilier. The network server comprising a PDSN is missing from Kumar. 
However, Basilier discloses in column 4, lines 2-4, use of a PSDN in a mobile network. 
It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to use a 
PDSN as the network server. The motivation would be to support packet 
communications. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cynthia L Davis whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
31 17. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 to 6, Monday to Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Huy Vu can be reached on (703) 272-31 55. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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